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Mrs. VUCANOVICH. Mr. Speaker,

why do we call it welfare? Under the
current welfare system, people do not
fare well—not at all.

Our current system has created a
number of welfare addicts, some who
will do anything to stay on the public
dole. Congress must intervene with
some tough love which will stop the ad-
diction and create a more useful, car-
ing society. The welfare plan which is
being put forth by the Republicans is
the only proposal which has offered
people on welfare a chance to improve
their lives.

While opponents have termed this
proposal mean-spirited, it is nothing of
the kind. Under the legislation, spend-
ing for school meals will increase by 4
percent next year, work training will
be offered in exchange for benefits, and
abuses of the system will be elimi-
nated. What is mean-spirited is an ad-
ministration which keeps feeding the
addiction of individuals who cannot
help themselves because they are
trapped. The Republican proposal of-
fers people an opportunity to break the
addiction.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for Congress
and the American public to say fare-
well to our current welfare system so
that people in our Nation may actually
fare well.
f

HUNGRY CHILDREN AT RISK IN
MOVE TO BLOCK GRANT THE
SCHOOL LUNCH PROGRAM

(Mr. BALDACCI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BALDACCI. Mr. Speaker, block
granting the School Lunch Program, as
called for in Contract With America,
places our Nation’s most precious nat-
ural resource—its children—at risk.

We can and should look for ways to
improve the School Lunch Program.
But we cannot create a block grant,
cut the funding, and expect the States
to do more with less.

This is not, as some would have us
believe, a deficit reduction issue. We
need to balance the Federal budget.
But we cannot do it on the backs of
children. Helen Rankin, a school food
service director in Maine, expressed
this sentiment very eloquently to me.
She said:

As an adult, I am willing to make sac-
rifices to reduce the deficit, but let us not
begin by slashing funds for defenseless chil-
dren who cannot speak for themselves and do
not have the right to vote. As we look after
the hungry children of the world, let us con-
tinue to protect our own.

This is an ill-considered and mean
spirited proposal, and it should be
soundly rejected by this Congress.
f

RESPONSIBILITY, FREEDOM, AND
COMPASSION

(Mrs. MYRICK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, mean
spirited and callous and heartless.

These are the terms the Democrats use
to describe the welfare proposals mov-
ing through the House currently. As a
former mayor of Charlotte who has
seen firsthand the damage done by the
welfare system over the years, I prefer
the words responsibility, freedom, and
compassion. Responsibility to be al-
lowed to work and freedom to get off of
welfare, compassion, caring, helping.

We had programs in our city that
were innovative and they allowed peo-
ple to take pride in themselves once
again. We can do that through the pro-
posals being offered by the Republican
system that is currently underway
now. Self-sufficiency is the key, not de-
pendency.
f

IS CONGRESS LOSING ITS SENSE
OF PRIORITIES?

(Mr. LUTHER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LUTHER. Mr. Speaker, a great
American and fellow Minnesotan, Hu-
bert Humphrey, once said that the
moral test of government is how that
government treats those who are in the
dawn of life, the children; those who
are in the twilight of life, the elderly;
and those who are in the shadows of
life—the sick, the needy, and the
handicapped.

For decades there has been bipartisan
agreement in Congress on the impor-
tance of providing school lunches, and
millions of children have been well-fed
and well-educated.

But I am concerned today that Con-
gress may be losing its sense of prior-
ities. Clearly, we need to balance the
budget. But as we allocate our coun-
try’s scarce resources, let us be sure to
keep things in proper perspective.

Last week this Congress voted to in-
crease defense spending and next week
we will consider a proposal to cut fund-
ing for school lunches.

That is not what the American peo-
ple sent us here to do. If we really care
about those Americans in the dawn of
life, our children, and we should, then
we better get our priorities straight-
ened out soon.
f

SCHOOL LUNCH

(Mrs. CUBIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. CUBIN. Mr. Speaker, it is a per-
sonal disappointment and affront to me
that Members of the minority party
persist in their attack on our plan to
provide nutritious meals to the Na-
tion’s schoolchildren.

They claim that by block granting
the nutrition programs thousands of
children will starve. In plain English,
that claim is a life and they know it.
Funding for the School Lunch Program
will increase by 41⁄2 percent per year,
that rate is above inflation but below
what liberal Democrats think it should
be so they label it a cut. Using ac-

counting methods like this that has us
headed for a debtor’s prison without a
get-out-of-jail-free card.

The only thing we will cut is a layer
of Federal bureaucracy in the nutrition
programs which will save money and
allow the States to do what they do so
well, take care of their citizens.

The basic difference in philosophies
is all too clear on this issue, after 40
years, Democrats cannot bear the
thought of independent States, I my-
self have all the faith in the world in
the ability of our State and local offi-
cials.

f

LOBBYIST REFORM

(Mr. MEEHAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, the truth
is that when that money was cut in
committee, it did not take into ac-
count future enrollment figures. It did
not take into account increases in food
prices. They is why it is a cut. And how
we can sit here and cut school lunches
at a time when the same individuals
who had an opportunity to cut lobby-
ists from paying meals for Members of
Congress voted against it? The same
Members who would vote to take away
the school nutrition programs can be
seen on a Tuesday or a Wednesday or a
Thursday at the Capital Grill or at
Morton’s or La Colline or other res-
taurants around this Capitol having a
free lunch paid for by lobbyists. It is a
big thick steak.

Let us put that money back into the
nutrition program and stop cutting
around the issues. We are neglecting
children in this country. Let us make
investments where we ought to be
making them.

f

WELFARE REFORM

(Mrs. FOWLER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publican welfare reform plan has been
under attack from those who believe
that bureaucrats in Washington know
what is best for those in need. But
after 30 years and $5 trillion, we know
for sure that their way does not work.

No longer can we reward illegitimacy
and nonwork. And no longer can we
rely on the failed notion that we can
just throw more money at the problem.
The Personal Responsibility Act will
help us end negative incentives and
create a system that is leaner, more re-
sponsive and more truly compas-
sionate.

The Republican welfare reform plan
is based on the notion that giving
States the flexibility to develop their
own solutions means that we will be
able serve those in need better with
fewer Federal dollars. Experiments in
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